HISTORICAL  DIALECTICS
dialectics upside-down, or rather had put it straight.1
All authors, however, agree that Marx borrowed the
very idea of dialectics from Hegel, and that, had it not
been for Hegel, he would never have thought of a dia-
lectical development of history, though Marx considers
the material process and Hegel the ideal as primary.
With Hegel dialectics form a part of logic: every
idea contains or produces its own negation, its opposite;
when I entertain the thought " to be " the idea " not
to be " follows naturally and at once ; from the thought
" I " there follows as naturally the thought "not I " ;
from those two thoughts negativing one another results
the formation of a new and higher thought in which the
contradiction is solved ; yet this new thought gives rise
to a new contradiction, which in turn conduces to the
birth of a higher thought uniting both. That is the
famous " self-development of the idea " according to
Hegel. In this manner Hegel succeeded in constructing
by pure logical argument not only all philosophy, but all
natural science and history as well. At least, he thought
he succeeded in doing so. History being, according to
Hegel, a continuous self-realisation, a materialisation
of the mind, it must necessarily develop and accomplish
itself by the same dialectical method.
Marx, on the contrary, considers the real visible
developments, the " facts ", as basic; but seeing the
changes and the contradictory tendencies observable
1 Benedetto Croce in Maierialismo Storico ed Economia Marxists
doubts that the conception of Marx and Engels is really opposed to that
of Hegel. He is of opinion that Hegel's conception of history was mis-
understood by Marx. Yet even supposing that Engels, in the sentences
quoted above, may have used the wrong terms, which is possible, there
seems to be no doubt that a difference of this kind exists between Hegel's
philosophy of history and that of Marx and Engels,
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